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ThB MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

> Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )M Responsive to connmunication(s) filed on 12 February 2004 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3)n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

A)M Claim(s) 1-20 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 1^ Claim(s) 1-20 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Clalm(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 12 February 2004 is/are: a)l3 accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fonm PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) 0 Aclcnowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. , 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the Intemational Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
" See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Art Unit: 3632 

DETAILED ACTION 

' This is the first Office Action for application number 10/779,358, Wall Hanger 
Assembly, filed on 2/12/04. Claims 1-20 are pending. This application is a CIP of 
10/187,169 now U.S Patent 6,695,276. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 1 , line 1 1 recites, "the said hanger" which should be changed to "said 
hanger". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

Claims 1 and 3-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 102(b) as being anticipated by 
United States Patent No. 2841353 to Burdick. 

The patent to Burdick discloses a hanging device a hanger (64, 66, 68, 70) 
having a length and a hook (64) formed on a leg (68) of the hanger, an arm (66) 
extending in an upturned direction from the direction of the leg (68) and an extension 
member (70) integrally formed with and disposed between the leg and the arm, the 
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extension member liaving a tiiicl<ness and a widtli wliicli is greater tlian tine tliicl<ness of 
a wallboard (18) and being of a first lengtli which is less than the arm being of a second 
length which is greater than the first length, both the arm and the leg extending up from 
the extension member at an angle greater than 90 degrees. Figure 9 shows wherein 
both the arm and leg extend at an angle greater than 90, see the marked up Drawing 
Below. (Note, the 90 degree markings as drawn free-hand in the drawing below are not 
exact, but merely indicative of how the device reads on the claim). 



90 degree 
markings 




Burdick also discloses a generally oval shaped support member (86) to which 
the hanger is attached, the support member having a curved lower margin (See 
Drawing Above) and a length which is less than the length of the hanger, the hanger 
having an opening (See Drawing) therethrough, with a bottom, the opening which is 
substantially the same cross-sectional geometry as that of the hanger, the mating of the 
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hanger and support preventing the hanger from turning about the support member, the 
extension member being mounted to the support member through the opening in their 
combination with each other. Burdick also discloses that the support member has a 
wallboard securement means including a plurality of apertures (In between 108, 98 and 
110), one disposed proximate to the lower margin and a plurality of fasteners (108, 110) 
having a width two of which are spaced along a level line in close proximity of the 
bottom of the opening of the support member and located from the edge of the support 
at a distance proximating the width of the fasteners. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over United 
States Patent No. 2841353 to Burdick as applied to claim 1 above, and in view of United 
States Patent No. 4325528 to Martin. 

Burdick discloses applicant's basic inventive concept, all the elements which are 
shown above with the exception that it does not show wherein the extension member 
has a width that is greater than the thickness thereof. 
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Martin shows a hanger with a leg (2), an arm (3) and an extension member (4) 
which has a greater width than thickness, used so that the device is more durable in the 
width direction than the thickness direction. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made from the 
teachings of Martin to have made the device of the above configuration in order to have 
the device more durable in width than thickness. 

Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over United 
States Patent No. 2841353 to Burdick as applied to claims 13-15, 18 and 19 above, and 
in view of United States Patent No. 6042078 to Donovan and further in view of United 
States Patent No. 5503204 to Byers et al. 

Burdick disclose applicants basic inventive concept, all the elements which are 
shown above with the exception that the fastener is not specifically a metal brad. 

Donovan shows a brad fastener (70), used for easily and quickly attaching a 
hanging device to a wall. Donovan does not specifically recite that the brad is made 
from metal. 

Byers et al. teaches a brad made from metal, (See Col. 6 line 46) the metal 
nraterial used for its strength. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made from the teachings of Donovan to use a brad fastener, 
in order to quickly and easily attach the device to the supporting surface and from the 
teachings of Byers et al. to have made the brad of metal due to its strength properties. 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

The following documents show various hanger devices 

4941632 to Coulsetal. 

4509713 to Hogg 

3879006 to Staudte, Jr. 

3547389 to Mitchell 

3312442 to Moeller 

3289992 to Brooks 

2789783 to Jones 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Amy J. Steriing 
at telephone number 571-272-6823. The examiner can normally be reached (Mon-Fri 
8am-5:00pm). If attempts to readi the examiner are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Leslie Braun can be reached at 571-272-6815. The fax machine number for 
the Technology center is 703-872-9306 (formal amendments), informal amendments or 
communications 571-273-6823. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status 
of this application should be directed to the Technology Center receptionist at 571-272- 
3600. 




Amy J. Sterling 
5/14/05 



